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Appendix
Figure A.1: Empirical bias and model-based confidence intervals for  under imputation model misspecification: (1) imputation model excludes , (2) imputation model includes interaction between  and . MAR stting with both  and  dependent on  and .
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Figure A.2: Empirical bias and model-based confidence intervals for  under imputation model misspecification: (1) imputation model excludes , (2) imputation model includes interaction between  and . MAR stting with both  and  dependent on  and .
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Figure A.3: Empirical bias for  and  under imputation model misspecification: (1) imputation model excludes , (2) imputation model includes interaction between  and . MAR stting with both  and  dependent on  and .
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Figure A.4: Empirical bias for , ,  and  under imputation model misspecification: (1) imputation model excludes , (2) imputation model includes interaction between  and . MAR stting with both  and  dependent on  and .
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Figure A.5: Histogram of observed and imputed event times for unequivocal matches in Ambler dataset.
[image: A graph of different colored squares
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Figure A.6: Kaplan-Meier plot with observed and imputed event times for unequivocal matches in Ambler dataset.
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